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1 . Claims 1 -3, 5-13, and 1 5-32 are presented for examination. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or 
described as set forth In section 102 of this title. If the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-13, and 15-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Compton et al. (Compton) patent no. 6,115,035, in view of Hatori 
patent no. 5,778,382, and Weslnger, Jr. et al. (Wesinger) patent no. 5,778,367. 

4. As to claims 1 and 31 , Compton teaches the Invention substantially as claimed, 
including a method comprising: 

automatically searching, on a plurality of web sites, for streaming video files (col. 
2 lines 11-25; col. 3 lines 33-46; col. 4 lines 30-42; col. 5 lines 5-28; search engine 
inherently searches plurality of web sites); 

selecting particular streaming video files from said plurality of web sites based on 
a text search using keywords (Compton, col. 3 lines 33-46; col. 4 lines 30-42; col. 5 
lines 5-27; search engine inherently use text search using keywords search on plurality 
of web sites. Inherent teaching can be found in Weslnger, Jr. et al. patent no. 
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5,778,367; Wesinger, col. 2 lines 8-16; col. 9 lines 55-65); and 

in response to said search, automatically generating a graphical user interface 
including representations of said selected streaming video files for display (Compton, 
col. 4 lines 43-65; col. 7 line 16-27). 

However, Compton does not explicitly teach organizing said streaming video files 
representations by said keywords for display. 

Hatori teaches using keyword to denote a retrieval-result display area for 
displaying items of data retrieved with searched keyword (Hatori, figure 9; Abstract, col. 
4 lines 30-48). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at 
the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Compton and Hatori to organize 
said streaming video files representations by said keywords for display because it would 
allow items of data with the keyword are displayed at a predetermined area on a display 
screen. 

5. As to claim 2, Compton teaches automatically searching for streaming video files 
includes automatically searching for predetermined file extensions associated with 
streaming video files (col. 4 lines 43-65, fig 3). 

6. As to claim 3, Compton teaches automatically searching for streaming video files 
includes automatically searching for streaming video file extensions and for keywords in 
web sites associated with said streaming video files (Compton, col. 4 lines 30-42). 
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7. As to claim 5, Compton and Hatori teach the invention substantially as claimed 
as discussed above. However, Compton and Hatori do not explicitly teach displaying 
said representations of keywords in a column and said representations of video files in 
rows. 

Hatori teaches displaying representations of retrieval conditions in a column and 
representations of image files in rows (Hatori, figure 12). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at 
the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Compton and Hatori to display said 
representations of keywords in a column and said representations of video files in rows 
because it would display retrieval results in conventional way. 

8. As to claims 6-7, Compton and Hatori teach representing each video file by a 
thumbnail frame, and playing said video file in response to a user selection of said 
thumbnail video (Compton, col. 4 lines 43-65; col. 7 line 16-27; Hatori, figure 9; 
Abstract, col. 4 lines 30-48). 

9. As to claims 8-10 and 30, Compton and Hatori teach using said keywords as 
category icons and displaying a plurality of video files associated with each category 
icon, accessing said video file over the Internet in response to a user selection of said 
video file, and periodically automatically searching for streaming video files; replacing 
the display of said first set of representations of said video files with a second set of 
representations of said video files in response to selecting a given keyword category 
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icon (Compton, col. 4 lines 30-65; col. 7 line 16-27; Hatori, figure 9; Abstract, col. 4 lines 
30-48). 

10. As to claims 24 and 32, Compton and Hatori teach automatically searching the 
Internet includes automatically transmitting a request to a remote web server for a 
search engine to perform said Internet search including limiting said search by one 
particular language or a particular location (Compton, col. 4 lines 30-65; col. 7 line 16- 
27; Hatori, figure 9; Abstract, col. 4 lines 30-48). 

11. Claims 11-13, 15-23, and 25-29 have similar limitations as claims 1-3, 5-10 and 
24; therefore, they are rejected under the same rationale. 

1 2. In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that 

(A) Prior art does not teach a search engine that searches plurality of web 
sites for streaming video files. 

As to point (A), Compton teaches user can use search engine to search digital 
video files that are stored on multiple Web servers operate as an archive database in 
the Internet (Compton, col. 4 lines 3P-42; col. 5 lines 5-27). It is well-know that a Web 
site is being defined as a collection of Web pages, which are documents coded in HTML 
that are linked to each other and very often to pages on other Web sites. A Web site is 
hosted on a server by its owner or at an ISP. A web server can contain multiple Web 
sites, or many web sites can share space on a server. Therefore, Compton teaches 
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searching plurality of web sites for streaming video files. 

(B) Prior art does not teach selecting particular streaming video files from the 
plurality of web sites based on a text search using keywords. 

As to point (B), Compton teaches searching plurality of web sites for streaming 
video files as discussed above. In addition, Compton's search engine inherently uses 
text search with keywords to retrieve video files (Compton, col. 3 lines 33-46; col. 4 lines 
30-42; col. 5 lines 5-27; search engine inherently uses text search using keywords 
search on plurality of web sites. Inherent teaching can be found in Wesinger, Jr. et al. 
patent no. 5,778,367; Wesinger, col. 2 lines 8-16; col. 9 lines 55-65. Wesinger teaches 
user can enter keywords to facilitate searching). 

(C) There is no suggestion to combine the teachings of Compton and Hatori. 
As to point (C), Examiner stated that It would have been obvious to one of 

ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the invention to combine the 
teachings of Compton and Hatori to organize said streaming video files representations 
by said keywords for display because it would allow items of data with the keyword are 
displayed at a predetermined area on a display screen. The motivation is from Hatori's 
teachings in col. 4 lines 4-28. 

(D) Examiner cited Reilly reference without providing any basis for using this 
reference. 
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As to point (D), It was a typographical error when Examiner referred to Reilly's 
reference in Office Action mailed on 06/08/2006. Examiner has corrected the 
typographical error in this Office Action. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Le H. Luu whose telephone number is 571 -272-3884. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571 -272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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